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ADtrLTERT--CONDONATION-RPNEWAL OF ENTERCOt'RSE A71'ER
NOWLFDGE 0F OFFEN CE.

Cramp v. Cramp (192) P. 15P. Though a divorce cme,
deserves notice for the fact that 11cCartlie, J., beld that condonation
of adultery on the part of a wife arises where the httsband rezîews
connubial intervourse after knowledge of the offence, even though
there be, as the wifc admits, no actual forgiveness. It may be
noted that Mr. Justice Horridge arri ved at a contrary conclusion:
sSe 149 L. T. Jour., p. 178.

%'LIDOR ÎYD PURCHAS».I(-('NTR.%CT FOR SALE OF LA-,D--PUR-
('HASER NOT NAMED--CHEQIUE FOR DFlPOVIT--{'o-NFJCTIlY0
1>oCVUMENTS-SrATVTE 0F FRtAt-is (29 CX&n. 2, P. 3) s. 4
(R.S.O., C. 102, s. 5).

Stokes v. IVhicker (1920) 1 Ch. 411. This was an action hy a
purchaser for speciffic performance of a contract for thie sale of
land ini which t he question was Nwhet ber there vas a sufficient
rkirdttl within the Statute of Frtiuds, m. 4 (13.,c. 102,
14. 5). The contract. " I agite to murchase, etec.", did nffl smecify
tbe purchaser's jiare, but one copyv.was signed hy one Cross, asý
agent for the defendatit "vendor," and anotwir ropy was signi
by the plaintiff . The plaintiff ga ve à cheque for t lie deposit, £50.

cil, J., who tried the action, szaidl tht' dloviuments taken togethpr
consti*,uttd ai sufficent iiiemoratndlînxi Ntiiithi tht' 4tzttite and that
the signature of the agreemnent ta o rh.t hY the agent of the
defendant as vendor neeessarily iinpliv'd tintat fu dufundt agreod
to gel!1: and that the nanie of the Iuure-ha,,er wa,, established by the
cheque for the painent on idemcnt. If uer ae j udgilent
ini favour of the plaintiff.

ADMINISTRATION - Auc,-otyr . EETO - ACTo.:; xt u.

FICIARY-$IfARE OF REMIDtI.:-ATION. TO RF-COV YîLFM*Y
LAPsE OF TIEIE l iîozF'rv LIMITATION ACT 1874
(37-38 VrurT. CHi. 57) s:u. - nu:Au' (71-52 Vr(Tr.
cu. 59) sr.c. 8 (1) (a) (b--d{.. x,. 715.. sw 24, 4-: e2)
(a) (b)).

In je Richardson, Plde v. I'll Wcn120), 1 Ch. 423. This
wvas an action for administratimn. 'livhestator died in 1909) and
bim estate was a(lministered by his ividow andtir,'tlfndn and
their functions canme to an endl ii- 1910. Vifider ïfhe Nxill tl:fwio
wvas entitled to the whole of the ruîuivestate. Noi formiai
acco.nîts würe delivered to the %wjdow by the defPialnt, who Nwas

a solivitor, but fie inforrnd her of ali that was dune, ia.. 1 abouit


